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ACADEMIC SENATE MINUTES 
(Not approved by the Academic Senate.) 
September 9, 1987 Vo lume XVIV, No . 2 
Call to Order 
Chairperson Len Schmaltz called the meeting of the Academic Senate to order 
at 7:07 p.m. in the Circus Room of the Bone Student Center. 
Roll Call 
Secretary Roof called the roll and declared a quorum present. 
Minutes of August 26, 1987 
Mr. Strand had a correction on page 4, second paragraph, lines six and seven 
should read: "As indicated in the newsletter, the Board of Regents at its 
September meeting is supposed to address the recision problem, and there 
likely will be some sort of solution which unfortunately will probably impact 
upon students." 
Mr. Belknap moved to approve the Minutes of August 26, 1987 as corrected 
(Second, Taylor). Motion carried on a voice vote. 
Chairperson's Remarks 
Mr. Schmaltz had no remarks. 
Vice Chairperson's Remarks 
Mr. Williams had no remarks. 
Student Body President's Remarks 
Mr. Meiron announced a meeting of the Student Body Board of Directors on 
Friday, September 11, at 8:00 a.m. in the Third Floor East Lounge. 
Administrators' Remarks 
President Watkins had no remarks. 
Provost Strand announced that the President's State of the University address 
would be held on Tuesday, September 15, 1987, at 4:00 p.m. in the Ballroom 
of the Bone Student Center with an introduction by the Chair of the Senate. 
Vice President for Student Affairs Neal Gamsky had no remarks. 
Vice President for Business and Finance Warren Harden had no remarks. 
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ACTION ITEMS 
1. Approval of Rules Committee Recommendation on Harvey Zeidenstein Amendment 
to Statement of Politicization. (4.30.87.1) 
Mr. Belknap moved approval of the Zeidenstein Amendment to the Statement on the 
Politization of the University. Since this was a Rules Committee recommendation , 
it needed no second. 
Amendment includes: 
1. Change the title to "Statement on Politicizing the University". 
2. Add the following new paragraph to the end of the statement: "This 
resolution need not preclude the taking of institutional positions 
on issues of public policy which--although narrowly construed--still 
clearly and directly threaten undesirable changes in the internal 
operations and policies, budgetary priorities, or academic and other 
standards and practices of Illinois State University." 
Mr. Belknap stated that the amendment had been presented as information at 
the last Senate meeting and the Rules Committee recommended this change - to 
include the Zeidenstein amendment to the Statement on the Politization of the 
University. 
Mr. Zeidenstein stated that his amendment had bee n motivated by a resolution 
dealing with revenue enhancement. It was his p e rception that that would 
violate the existing Statement on the Politization of the University. He wrote 
the amendment so that the Senate could make a stat ement that would respond 
to an external threat to internal operations and procedures, standards and 
procedures. His amendment was worded: "This resolution need not preclude 
the taking of institutional positions on issues of public policy which--although 
narrowly construed--still clearly and directly threaten undesirable changes in 
the internal operations and policies, budgetary priorities, or academic and 
other standards and practices of Illinois State University." He was trying 
to keep the spirit and letter of the original statement in effect so this 
University and institution and any officers or bodies who would purport to 
speak for the University as an institution cannot be engaged in political 
discourse but would be allowed to make statements for the institution when 
"the taking of institutional positions on issues of public policy which--
although narrowly construed--still clearly and directly threaten undesirable 
changes in the internal operations and policies, budgetary priorities, or 
academic and other standards and practices of Illinois State University." 
Mr. White said that he thought the Zeidenstein amendment was based upon a 
minunderstanding of the statement as it presently reads. The statement as 
it presently reads does not prohibit the Senate in its Sense of the Senate 
resolutions, for example, from taking positions on matters of public debate. 
As Provost Strand pointed out last week,a distinction needs to be made between 
a body or officer, like the President, claiming to represent the institution, 
and a body or officer merely speaking from the position of that body or office. 
He suggested that whatever the Statement originally served, it presently makes 
little sense, since it forbids us from doing what we could not legitimately 
claim to do anyway, (the Senate cannot claim to represent the institution in 
its entirety). There are important community and educati onal purposes served 
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by our officers and representative bodies in appropriate circumstances in 
speaking to public issues involving such things as racism, sexism, and 
student rights, etc. 
Mr. White moved a friendly amendment that would require that the original 
statement be clarified so that it is clear that it does not forbid a body 
from speaking as a body, or an officer speaking from his office. (Second, 
Klass) . 
Mr. White did not have specific wording for the amendment, but suggested that 
the fundamental ambiguity of the document be clarified. 
Mr. Zeidenstein considered this a hostile amendment. Specific wording should 
be contained in such amendments. 
The Chair ruled that this was not a "friendly amendment". 
that the Zeidenstein amendment be defeated. 
Mr. White urged 
Mr. Klass also urged that the amendment be defeated because it makes intoler-
able an intolerable policy. He believed that there's a statement that expresses 
very clearly the very partisan ideology of non-partisanship. There was once 
a political party in this country called the "Non-partisan League". This is 
clearly a very political document. He stated that he teaches in his course 
that there is no such thing as non-partisanship, or that if there is, it's a 
very evil thing. He did not like seeing it here. He thought that it was 
based on the premise that there was a problem with the University becoming 
politicized. This was far from the present case. If we can go three or 
four meetings without a student objecting to tuition increases, he did not 
think we need fear that the University would become politicized. 
Mr. Zeidenstein responded to comments that under approrpiate circumstances 
it would be desirable for officers or bodies purportedly not speaking for 
the institution but for themselves to take certain stands on particular issues, 
such as racism, sexism, or student rights. He pointed out that that purports 
that there are certain issues on which all people of good will, sound mind, 
and reasonably healthy bodies agree. It does not necessarily follow that 
everybody in the University is going to agree on the extent to which racism, 
sexism or student rights is a problem. Even if there is universal. agreement 
on social problems, there can be disagreement over the proper policy. 
Assuming there was universal agreement over apartheid in South Africa, there 
are still disagreements over how to deal with this issue such as economic boy-
cotts, or other kinds of tactics. There is no such animal as a rally-around-
the-flag, Christmas Eve political issue upon which anything that says anything 
is going to receive universal approval. 
(XVIY-8) Vote on Zeidenstein amendment carried on a voice vote. 
XYIY-1Q Mr. White moved that the Statement on the Politicization of the University be 
rescinded (Second, Klass). 
The Parliamentarian stated that a vote to rescind would need a majority or 
2/3 of those present and voting. 
Mr. Zeidenstein pointed out in the Senate Bylaws: Article I.l.2.(b): 
"The motion to rescind or to amend a previous action of the Academic Senate 
requires a two-thirds vote for passage with or without previous notice 
except that a majority vote is required when the motion to rescind or ame!-
) 
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a previous action has the positive recommendation of the a ppropr i a t e i n ternal 
committee of the Academic Senate and has proceeded through the filing, 
promulgation, and decision stages." 
Mr. White said the matter did appear on today 's a genda, and that the o r ig i na l 
motion referred to the Statement as a whole. He felt the fundamental i ssue 
here was self-censorship. What we're basically doing is forbi dding ou r sev l e s 
to speak on certain kinds of issues. The function of an institution lik e thi s 
in relationship to the community is in fact to take part in discussions o f th i s 
kind and to express, to the extent t hat it can, its positio n o n c ertain valu e s . 
It also seems to be very important for us to understand at this point whether 
or not the statement that we have again passed restricts the Offic e of the 
President and whether the Presiden t himself understands i t i n t hat wa y . 
Mr. Morreau thought the document presumes that the Senate has powers that i t 
doesn't. There is a presumption of control here. He thought the policy was 
a good idea, but how would it be enforced. What are the consequences? 
Mr. Zeidenstein suggested that any representative body that spoke for the 
institution might be recalled and a statement made that he was not speaking 
for the entire University. That may not be much of a punishment, but then 
the policy was meant as a protection for the University. Please remember, 
as Senator Youngs recalled earlier, some of the reasons for this pOlicy . 
Sooner or later such political issues might arise again, and the policy would 
be needed. 
Mr. Watkins was supportive of the change and resolution that was just passed. 
He thought that anyone who thinks clearly can dis tinguish between partisan 
and political issues. Positions such as racism, s exism and all the isms are 
not partisan and political positions. He stated t hat he would never be able, 
regardless of what this body or any other body says, to not take a position 
against harrassment both of women and minorities or anyone person against 
another . The Univers'ity community ought to be a place where people can study 
and work without feeling threatened. But that is not partisan. I think we 
know what partisan is, and the problem with partisanship is that the University 
can be dragged into a partisan position. That is why I support this position. 
We ought to be clear that speaking out against societal evil is not the same 
as being parti san. 
Mr. Mottram asked for clarification of Senator Watkins' statement. 
feel constrained about speaking up about the budget, etc. 
Would he 
Mr. Watkins replied: "Absolutely not." The budget situation was one in which 
the University was involved. 
Mr. Mottram stated that he thought Senator Zeidenstein would be both against 
the Senate and the President speaking up about such an issue. 
Mr. zeidenstein said that partisan is probably too broadly defined in the 
original document. Now the statement had been amended to take care of that . 
Mr. Klass thought it was clear from the examples last week that the purpose 
of the Statement on Politization of the University was to prevent the 
Academic Senate from passing resolutions against the Viet Nam War. It seemed 
to him that making statements against racism, sexism, and student rights are 
XVIV-ll 
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in the same category as statements against the Viet Nam War. They are just 
as evil as the Viet Nam War was evil, at least to some people. That was 
p robably the explicit purpose of this documen t. He opposed it in case the r e 
was another Viet Nam War. 
Mr. White said Watkins' and Zeidenstein's c omments both supporte d the s tatement , 
yet they had no agreement or common COD$2nSUS about what c onsti t uted a p artisan 
issue. He submitted that the document was so obscure in what it mean t tha t it 
could be interpreted in any given number of ways . We ought not t o have legis-
lation, statements, documents of this kind in our archives, if not for a ny other 
reason than that they were so obscure they could be man ipulated any number of 
ways. 
Mr. Wagner said that he supported Mr. Zeidenstein's amendment. Dealing with the 
isms, they directly affect the University more than outside issues. We need to 
be realistic rather than politically idealistic. 
Mr. Zeidenstein stated that near the bottom of the original document, it defines 
"partisan issue" as a subject of political, social, religious, or similar import 
on which the members of society outside the University are in serious disagree- . 
ment or polarized and are in the process of resolving the issue through regular 
democratic channels ... " He did not think this was obscure, it was pretty broad. 
Mr. Shulman called the previous question (Second, Newby). 
Mr. Schmaltz asked if there were any objections. Mr. Mottram had an objection. 
Mr. Meiron quoted from the "Parliamentary Procedure Chart" concerning a call 
for the question: its purpose was to request a vote; it did not require a 
second, was not debatable, was non-amendable, and there was no vote required 
for adoption . Since Mr. Shulman called the question, did that not mean that 
we immediately move into a vote. 
Mr. Cohen said a call for the question in Senate usage was a polite way of asking 
for the vote. If anyone wanted to continue debate they could not be cut off. 
Moving the previous question is a formal closure motion, requires a second, 
non-debatable, 2/3 majority vote. After that vote, you move directly into 
a vote on the main motion. 
Mr. Wagner moved the previous question (Second, Meiron ) . Motion carried on a 
2/3 majority voice vote. 
Vote on White resolu t ion to rescind the entire policy failed o n a 9 to 34 vote. 
2. Appointments of Students to External Committees 
Mr . Williams moved approval of the Appoin tments of Students to External Commi t t ees 
(Second, Meiron). Motion carried on a voice vote . 
Academic Standards Committee 
Shari Leigh Haefner 
Wendy A. Masters 
Kelly Patterson 
Charles Rodgers 
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Council for Teacher Education 
Kelly Bartels 
John W. Fritsche 
Marilyn Madison 
Jay Bohnsack 
Council on University Studies 
Jon H. Balgren 
Steve Diol 
Norman E. Emery 
Facilities Planning Committee 
Mark L. Garapolo 
Paula Hagerty 
Timothy P. McGrath 
Michael Pomatto 
Reinstatement Committee 
James Denges, III 
Dwight L. Hansen 
Jim Schlicher 
University Curriculum Committee 
Allen N. Cunningham 
M. Jason Hanold 
Craig A. Osborne 
James A. Worby 
Student Code Enforcement & Rev iew Board 
Deanna DeChristopher 
Terry Gray 
John Lennon 
3. Election of Student to Executive Committee 
Mr. Williams stated that the student caucus wished to nominate Dan Wagner. 
Motion carried on a voice vote. 
4. Approval of One Student and One Faculty Representative to Honorary Degree 
Selection Committee. (This item would be postponed until the next meeting) . 
Mr. Meiron stated that the SBBD nomination for this committee was Ms. Bronwyn Sears, 
a senior in Political Science. (This nomination would be ratified next time.) 
Communications 
Mr. Klass read from an ISU News Release of January 16, 1987 regarding Freshman 
Applications Closing 2/14/87. '~ORMAL-BLOOMINGTON, IL. -- Illinois State Uni-
versity will close freshmen admissions for the fall semester on Saturday, 
February 14, it was announced by Wilbur Venerable, director of admissions and 
records. 
After that date, the only applicants who will be considered for admission are 
graduate, transfer, adult reentry, minority and talent grant students, or 
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-8-
former ISU students applying for readmission. 
It is the earliest enrollment cutoff in more than 15 years at ISU , Venerable 
said, and is necessary "because of resource capacity and budget constrain ts." 
ISU enrolled a record 21,278 students on campus last fall, and for the first 
time has more than 20,000 students attending classes during the spring semester. 
President Lloyd Watkins has approved a recommendation from the Target Enrollment 
Committee, chaired by Provost David Strand, that would reduce enrollment over 
the next five or six years to approximately 20,500 students. 
The first step in that plan is to limit the number of new freshmen this fall to 
3,750, approximately 10 per cent fewer than the number enrolled last fall. 
Since January 1, ISU has been accepting only those freshman applicants with ACT 
composite scores of 20 or above. Applicants with test scores below that figure 
have been placed in a pool, with only the better qualified students to be admitted 
if openings exist. 
After February 14, 1987, applicants will not be added to the pool." 
Mr. Klass emphasized the enrollment target figures of a reduction to 20,500 
students in the next five or six years, a limit on freshmen enrollment to 3,750. 
Mr, Strand stated that names of persons nominated for the Honorary Degree were 
kept confidential until the person had accepted the degree. They were always 
dealt with in Executive Session of the Senate and should be kept confidential. 
Mr. Edwards stated that the November 4, 1987 Academic Senate Meeting conflicted 
with the ISU vs. Russians basketball game in Springfield. Mr. Meiron asked if 
we could move to change the date of this meeting. It was suggested that the 
Executive Committee deal with this issue. 
Mr. Wagner announced that the ARH Blood Drive would be held next Tuesday in 
the Bowling/Billiards Center. All were welcome to come and give blood. 
COMMITTEE REPORTS 
Academic Affairs Committee - Ms. Mills announced a meeting of the committee on 
Friday, September 11, at 3:15 p.m. 
Administrative Affairs Committee - Mr. Borg announced a brief meeting after Senate. 
Budget Committee - Mr. DeLong announced a meeting following Senate. 
Faculty Affairs Committee - Mr. O'Rourke announced a meeting after Senate. 
Rules Committee - Mr. Belknap announced a committee meeting on Monday, September 14, 
at 4:15 p.m. in Hovey 301. 
Student Affairs Committee - Mr. Bedingfield announced a meeting after Senate. 
Motion to adjourn by Zeidenstein (Second, Belknap) carried on a voice vote. 
Meeting of the Academic Senate adjourned at 8:06 p.m. 
FOR THE ACADEMIC SENATE 
JUDITH A. ROOF, SECRETARY 
Date: 9/9/87 Oolum.e Kn. XVI V Kn. 2 
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IEDINGFIELI P NO XVI V- 8 X 
BELKNAP P NO XVI V- 9 X 
BORG P NO XVI V-1O X 
CASTLE P NO XVI V-ll X 
COMADENA excused - XVI V-1 2 X 
CUMMINGS absent - XVI V-13 X 
DELONG P NO XV I V-14 X 
EDWARDS P YES 
EICHSTAEDT P NO 
FEASTER P NO 
GAMSKY P NO 
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*STATEMENT ON POLITICIZING THE UNIVERSITY 
Approved by the Academic Senate on March 1, 1972 and appended to those minutes . 
Rp.:.>rinted for distribution to the Academic Senate, 4/ 16/ 82. 
*Revic;ed by Academic Senate September 9, 1987 
Because the purpose of Illinois State University, as is the purpose of all 
universities, is to produce an enlightened citizenry, capable of making the wise 
and responsible choices required in a free society; 
Because this purpose requires without qualification that the University 
serve impartially the citizens of all races, creeds, colors, political parties, and 
other majorities and minorities by educating the young for full and free 
participation in the economic, social and political processes provided for in the 
statutes and in the State and Federal constitutions; 
Because the University is obliged without statement of institutional position 
to operate within the provisions of these statutes, constitutions, and bills of 
rights at both State and Federal levels; 
Because to fail to so operate is to subject the University, its faculty, and 
its administrators to societal reprimand, to legal restraint or injunction, and to 
discontinuance of support; 
Because the rule of "siding" with none in order to serve all impartially and 
fully makes the cherished principle of academic freedom a defensible and, 
indeed, an essential extension of the freedom of speech and press as provided 
in the First Amendment; 
Because the rights of all students, faculty members, and administrators as 
citizens acting individually or through non-university groups and organizations 
are guaranteed by the bills of rights and the constitutions of the State and 
Federal governments; and 
Because accepted academic practice does not permit either students or 
faculty members to use their classes for the teaching or discussion of 
controversial matter that has no relation to the subject matter of the cou rse, 
Be it resolved (1) that no representative faculty member, faculty body, 
officer, or agent of Illinois State University shall take an institutional position 
on any partisan issue for the simple reasons that taking such a position reduces 
the ability of the University to serve impartially all the people of the State of 
Illinois and produces conditions and results not in agreement with University 
Policies as stated in Articles II and III of the Illinois State University 
Constitution; (2) that, in clarification of this policy, the Academic Senate 
defines a "partisan issue" as a subject of political, social, religious, or similar 
import on which the members of society outside the University are in serious 
disagreement or polarized and are in the process of resolving the issue through 
regular democratic channels; and (3) that, in further clarification of this 
policy, the Academic Senate defines "institutional position " as one on which the 
University as a community of scholars is represented as having reached a 
decision for the purpose of influencing society in the resolution of the issue 
that has polarized it. 
- 1 -
*This resolution need not preclude the taking of institutional positions on 
issues of public policy which--although narrowly construed--still clearly and 
directly threaten undesirable changes in the internal operations and policies, 
budgetary priorities, or academic and other standards and practices of Illinois 
State University." 
Respectfully submitted, 
Mary K. Huser 
Paul R. Kincaid; 
James l. McBee 
Paul I. Murdock 
Robert c. Smith 
Dale B. Vetter 
*Revised by Academic Senate September 9, 1987 
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ACADEMIC SENATE MINUTES 
(Not approved by the Academic Senate.) 
September 9, 1987 Volume XVIV, No.2 
Call to Order 
Chairperson Len Schmaltz called the meeting of the Academic Senate to order 
at 7:07 p.m. in the Circus Room of the Bone Student Center. 
Roll Call 
Secretary Roof called the roll and declared a quorum present. 
Minutes of August 26, 1987 
Mr. Strand had a correction on page 4, second paragraph, lines six and seven 
should read: "As indicated in the newsletter, the Board of Regents at its 
September meeting is supposed to address the recision problem, and there 
likely will be some sort of solution which unfortunately will probably impact 
upon students." 
Mr. Belknap moved to approve the Minutes of August 26, 1987 as corrected 
(Second, Taylor). Motion carried on a voice vote. 
Chairperson's Remarks 
Mr. Schmaltz had no remarks. 
Vice Chairperson's Remarks 
Mr. Williams had no remarks. 
Student Body President's Remarks 
Mr. Meiron announced a meeting of the Student Body Board of Directors on 
Friday, September 11, at 8:00 a.m. in the Third Floor East Lounge. 
Administrators' Remarks 
President Watkins had no remarks. 
Provost Strand announced that the President's State of the University address 
would be held on Tuesday, September 15, 1987, at 4:00 p.m. in the Ballroom 
of the Bone Student Center with an introduction by the Chair of the Senate. 
Vice President for Student Affairs Neal Gamsky had no remarks. 
Vice President for Business and Finance Warren Harden had no remarks. 
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ACTION ITEMS 
1. Approval of Rules Committee Recommendation on Harvey Zeidenstein Amendme n t 
to Statement of Politicization. (4.30.87.1) 
Mr. Belknap moved approval of the Zeidenstein Amendment to the Statement on the 
Politization of the University. Since this was a Rules Committee rec ommendation , 
it needed no second. 
Amendment includes: 
1. Change the title to "Statement on Politicizing the University". 
2. Add the following new paragraph to the end of the statement: "This 
resolution need not preclude the taking of institutional positions 
on issues of public policy which--although narrowly construed--still 
clearly and directly threaten undesirable changes in the internal 
operations and policies, budgetary priorities, or academic and other 
standards and practices of Illinois State University." 
Mr. Belknap stated that the amendment had been presented as information at 
the last Senate meeting and the Rules Committee recommended this change - to 
include the Zeidenstein amendment to the Statement on the Politization of the 
University. 
Mr. Zeidenstein stated that his amendment had been motivated by a resolution 
dealing with revenue enhancement. It was his perception that that would 
violate the existing Statement on the Politization of the University. He wrote 
the amendment so that the Senate could make a statement that would respond 
to an external threat to internal operations and procedures, standards and 
procedures. His amendment was worded: "This resolution need not preclude 
the taking of institutional positions on issues of public policy which--although 
narrowly construed--still clearly and directly threaten undesirable changes in 
the internal operations and pOlicies, budgetary priorities, or academic and 
other standards and practices of Illinois State University." He was trying 
to keep the spirit and letter of the original statement in effect so this 
University and institution and any officers or bodies who would purport to 
speak for the University as an institution cannot be engaged in political 
discourse but would be allowed to make statements for the institution when 
"the taking of institutional positions on issues of public policy which--
although narrowly construed--still clearly and directly threaten undesirable 
changes in the internal operations and policies, budgetary priorities, or 
academic and other standards and practices of Illinois State University." 
Mr. White said that he thought the Zeidenstein amendment was based upon a 
minunderstanding -of the statement as it presently reads. The statement as 
it presently reads does not prohibit the Senate in its Sense of the Senate 
resolutions, for example, from taking positions on matters of public debate. 
As Provost Strand pointed out last week,a distinction needs to be made between 
a body or officer, like the President, claiming to represent the institution, 
and a body or officer merely speaking from the position of that body or offic e . 
He suggested that whatever the Statement originally served, it presently makes 
little sense, since it forbids us from doing what we could not legitimately 
claim to do anyway, (the Senate cannot claim to represent the institution in 
its entirety). There are important community and educ~tional purposes served 
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by our officers and representative bodies in appropriate circumstances in 
speaking to public issues involving such things as racism, sexism, and 
student rights, etc. 
Mr. White moved a friendly amendment that would require that the original 
statement be clarified so that it is clear that it does not forbid a body 
from speaking as a body, or an officer speaking from his office. (Second, 
Klass) . 
Mr. White did not have specific wording for the amendment , but suggested that 
the fundamental ambiguity of the document be clarified. 
Mr. Zeidenstein considered this a hostile amendment. Specific wording should 
be contained in such amendments. 
The Chair ruled that this was not a "friendly amendment". 
that the Zeidenstein amendment be defeated. 
Mr. White urged 
Mr. Klass also urged that the amendment be defeated because it makes intoler-
able an intolerable pOlicy. He believed that there's a statement that expresses 
very clearly the very partisan ideology of non-partisanship. There was once 
a political party in this country called the "Non-partisan League". This is 
clearly a very political document. He stated that he teaches in his course 
that there is no such thing as non-partisanship, or that if there is, it's a 
very evil thing. He did not like seeing it here. He thought that it was 
based on the premise that there was a problem with the University becoming 
politicized. This was far from the present case . If we can go three or 
four meetings without a student objecting to tuition increases, he did not 
think we need fear that the University would become politicized. 
Mr. Zeidenstein responded to comments that under approrpiate circumstances 
it would be desirable for officers or bodies purportedly not speaking for 
the institution but for themselves to take certain stands on particular issues, 
such as racism, sexism, or student rights. He pointed out that that purports 
that there are certain issues on which all people of good will, sound mind, 
and reasonably healthy bodies agree. It does not necessarily follow that 
everybody in the University is going to agree on the extent to which racism, 
sexism or student rights is a problem. Even if there is universal. agreement 
on social problems, there can be disagreement over the proper policy. 
Assuming there was universal agreement over apartheid in South Africa, there 
are still disagreements over how to deal with this issue such as economic boy-
cotts, or other kinds of tactics. There is no such animal as a rally-around-
the-flag, Christmas Eve political issue upon which anything that says anything 
is going to receive universal approval. 
(XVIY-8) Vote on Zeidenstein amendment carried on a voice vote. 
XYIY-10. Mr. White moved that the Statement on the Politicization of the University be 
rescinded (Second, Klass). 
The Parliamentarian stated that a vote to rescind would need a majority or 
2/3 of those present and voting. 
Mr. Zeidenstein pointed out in the Senate Bylaws: Article I.l.2.(b): 
"The motion to rescind or to amend a previous action of the Academic Senate 
requires a two-thirds vote for passage with or witho~t previous ,notice 
except that a majority vote is required when the motLon to resCLnd or ame , 
) 
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a previous action has the positive recommendation of the appropriate internal 
committee of the Academic Senate and has proceeded through the filing , 
promulgation, and decision stages." 
Mr. White said the matter did appear on today 's agenda, and t hat the o rig i nal 
motion referred to the Statement as a whole. He felt the fundame ntal issue 
here was self-censorship. What we're basically doing is forbi dding our sev l es 
to speak on certain kinds of issues. The function of an institution like this 
in relationship to the community is in fact to take part in discussions o f this 
kind and to express, to the exte nt that it can, its positio n on certain val ues. 
It also seems to be very important for us to understand at this point whether 
or not the statement that we have again passed restricts the Office of the 
President and whether the President himself understands it i n tha t wa y. 
Mr. Morreau thought the document presumes that the Senate has powers that i t 
doesn't. There is a presumption of control here . He thought the polic y was 
a good idea, but how would it be enforced. What are the consequences? 
Mr. Zeidenstein suggested that any representative body that spoke for the 
institution might be recalled and a statement made that he was not speaking 
for the entire University. That may not be much of a punishment, but then 
the policy was meant as a protection for the University. Please remember, 
as Senator Youngs recalled earlier, some of the reasons for this policy. 
Sooner or later such political issues might arise again, and the policy would 
be needed. 
Mr. Watkins was supportive of the change and resolution that was just passed. 
He thought that anyone who thinks clearly can dis tinguish between partisan 
and politic~l issues. Positions such as racism, s exism and all the isms are 
not partisan and political positions. He stated t hat he would never be able, 
regardless of what this body or any other body say s, to not take a position 
against harrass:ment both of women and minorities or any one person against 
another . The University community ought to be a place where people can study 
and work without feeling threatened. But that is not partisan . I t hink we 
know what partisan is, and the problem with partisanship is that the University 
can be. dragged into a partisan position. That is why I support this position. 
We ought to be clear that speaking out against societal evil is not the same 
as being partisan. 
Mr. Mottr~ asked for clarification of Senator Watkins' statement. 
feel constrained about speaking up about the budget, etc. 
Would he 
Mr. Watkins replied: "Absolutely not." The budget situation was one in which 
the University was involved. 
Mr. Mottram stated that he thought Senator Zeidenstein would be both against 
the Senate and the President speaking up about such an issue. 
Mr. Zeidenstein said that partisan is probably too broadly defined in the 
original document. Now the statement had been amended to take care of that. 
Mr . Klass thought it was clear from the examples last week that the purpose 
of the Statement on Politization of the University was to prevent the 
Academic Senate from passing resolutions against the Viet Nam War. It seemed 
to him that making statements against racism, sexism, and student rights are 
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in the same category as statements against the Viet Nam War. They are just 
as evil as the Viet Nam War was evil, at least to some people. That was 
probably the explicit purpose of this document. He opposed i t i n case there 
was another Viet Nam War. 
Mr. White said Watkins' and Zeidenstein's c omments both supported the s t a t ement , 
yet they had no agreement or commo n CODq=nsus about what const i tuted a partisan 
issue. He submitted that the document was so obscure in what it meant that i t 
could be interpreted in any given number of ways. We ought not to have legis-
lation, statements, documents of this kind in our archives, if not for any o t her 
reason than that they were so obscure they could be man ipulated any number o f 
ways. 
Mr. Wagner said that he supported Mr. Zeidenstein's amendment. Dealing with t he 
isms, they directly affect the University more than outside issues. We need to 
be realistic rather than politically idealistic. 
Mr. Zeidenstein stated that near the bottom of the original document, it defines 
"partisan issue" as a subject of political, social, religious, or similar import 
on which the members of society outside the University are in serious disagree-
ment or polarized and are in the process of resolving the issue through regular 
democratic channels ... " He did not think this was obscure, it was pretty broad. 
Mr. Shulman called the previous question (Second, Newby). 
Mr. Schmaltz asked if there were any objections. Mr. Mottram had an objection. 
Mr. Meiron quoted from the "Parliamentary Procedure Chart" concerning a call 
for the question: its purpose was to request a vote; it did not require a 
second, was not debatable, was non-amendable, and there was no vote required 
for adoption . Since Mr. Shulman called the question, did that not mean that 
we immediately move into a vote. 
Mr. Cohen said a call for the question in Senate usage was a polite way of asking 
for the vote. If anyone wanted to continue debate they could not be cut off. 
Moving the previous question is a formal closure motion, requires a second, 
non-debatable, 2/3 majority vote. After that vote, you move directly into 
a vote on the main motion. 
Mr. Wagner moved the previous question (Second, Meiron). Motion carried on a 
2/3 majority voice vote. 
Vote on White resolu t ion to rescind the entire policy failed on a 9 to 34 vote. 
2. Appointments of Students to External Committees 
Mr. Williams moved approval of the Appointments of Students to External Committees 
(Second, Meiron). Motion carried on a voice vote . 
Academic Standards Committee 
Shari Leigh Haefner 
Wendy A. Masters 
Kelly Patterson 
Charles Rodgers 
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Council for Teacher Education 
Kelly Bartels 
John W. Fritsche 
Marilyn Madison 
Jay Bohnsack 
Council on University Studies 
Jon H. Balgren 
Steve Diol 
Norman E. Emery 
Facilities Planning Committee 
Mark L. Garapolo 
Paula Hagerty 
Timothy P. McGrath 
Michael Pomatto 
Reinstatement Committee 
James Denges, III 
Dwight L. Hansen 
Jim Schlicher 
University Curriculum Committee 
Allen N. Cunningham 
M. Jason Hanold 
Craig A. Osborne 
James A. Worby 
Student Code Enforcement & Rev iew Board 
Deanna DeChristopher 
Terry Gray 
John Lennon 
3. Election of Student to Executive Committee 
Mr. Williams stated that the student caucus wished to nominate Dan Wagner. 
Motion carried on a voice vote . 
4 . . Approval of One Student and One Faculty Representative to Honorary Degree 
Selection Committee. (This item would be postponed until the next meeting) . 
Mr. Meiron stated that the SBBD nomination for this committee was Ms. Bronwyn Sears, 
a senior in Political Science. (This nomination would be ratified next time.) 
Communications 
Mr. Klass read from an ISU News Release of January 16, 1987 regarding Freshman 
Applications Closing 2/14/87. 'NORMAL-BLOOMINGTON, IL. -- Illinois State Uni-
versity will close freshmen admissions for the fall semester on Saturday, 
February 14, it was announced by Wilbur Venerable, director of admissions and 
records. 
After that date, the only applicants who will be considered for admission are 
graduate, transfer, adult reentry, minority and talent grant students, or 
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former ISU students applying for readmission. 
It is the earliest enrollment cutoff in more than 15 years at lSU, Venerable 
said, and is necessary "because of resource capacity and budget constraints ." 
ISU enrolled a record 21,278 students on campus last fall, and for the first 
time has more than 20,000 students attending classes during the spring semester. 
President Lloyd Watkins has approved a recommendation from the Target Enrollment 
Committee, chaired by Provost David Strand, that would reduce enrollment over 
the next five or six years to approximately 20,500 students. 
The first step in that plan is to limit the number of new freshmen this fall to 
3,750, approximately 10 per cent fewer than the number enrolled last fall. 
Since January 1, ISU has been accepting only those freshman applicants with ACT 
composite scores of 20 or above. Applicants with test scores below that figure 
have been placed in a pool, with only the better qualified students to be admitted 
if openings exist. 
After February 14, 1987, applicants will not be added to the pool." 
Mr. Klass emphasized the enrollment target figures of a reduction to 20,500 
students in the next five or six years, a limit on freshmen enrollment to 3,750. 
Mr. Strand stated that names of persons nominated for the Honorary Degree were 
kept confidential until the person had accepted the degree. They were always 
dealt with in Executive Session of the Senate and should be kept confidential. 
Mr. Edwards stated that the November 4, 1987 Academic Senate Meeting conflicted 
with the ISU vs. Russians basketball game in Springfield. Mr. Meiron asked if 
we could move to change the date of this meeting. It was suggested that the 
Executive Committee deal with this issue. 
Mr. Wagner announced that the ARH Blood Drive would be held next Tuesday in 
the Bowling/Billiards Center. All were welcome to come and give blood. 
COMMITTEE REPORTS 
Academic Affairs Committee - Ms. Mills announced a meeting of the committee on 
Friday, September 11, at 3:15 p.m. 
Administrative Affairs Committee - Mr. Borg announced a brief meeting after Senate. 
Budget Committee - Mr. DeLong announced a meeting following Senate. 
Faculty Affairs Committee - Mr. O'Rourke announced a meeting after Senate. 
Rules Committee - Mr. Belknap announced a committee meeting on Monday, September 14, 
at 4:15 p.m. in Hovey 301. 
Student Affairs Committee - Mr. Bedingfield announced a meeting after Senate. 
Motion to adjourn by zeidenstein (Second, Belknap) carried on a voice vote. 
Meeting of the Academic Senate adjourned at 8:06 p.m. 
FOR THE ACADEMIC SENATE 
JUDITH A. ROOF, SECRETARY 
Date: 9/9/87 ~1wn.e Kn . XV I V Kn. 2 
O~tE ~ICE ~(E RAIlE AttEN- m~tImi 11~tI~ m~tImi lI~tI~ m~tI~ lI~n~N l~tImq If ~ DANa , XVIV- l n . , , , , , 
BACON P NO XVI V-7 X 
~EDINGFIEL P NO XVI V- 8 X 
BELKNAP P NO XVIV- 9 X 
BORG P NO XVI V- 1O X 
CASTLE P NO XV I V- ll X 
COMADENA e x cus ed - XVI V- 1 2 X 
CUMMINGS absen t - XVI V- 13 X 
DELONG P NO XVI V-14 X 
EDWARDS P YES 
EICHSTAEDT P NO 
FEASTER P NO 
GAMSKY P NO 
HAMI LTON P NO 
HARDEN P NO 
INSEL P YES 
J OHNS ON P NO 
KING excused -
KIRCHNER P NO 
KLAS S P YES 
KRIS TOF P NO 
LIEDTKE P YES 
MEl RON P NO 
MILLS P NO 
MORREAU p YES 
MOTTRAM P ~ 
NEWRY P N() 
N()T.A. N P N() 
() , RC' ·JRKE P N() 
PF. 'T'F.R~ P NO 
PETROSSIAN P NO 
POWELL excused -
ROOF P YES 
SCHMALTZ P NO 
SHULMAN P NO 
STRAND P NO 
SUTTON P NO ~ 
TAYLOR P NO 
THOMAS P NO 
VAN MEIGHE P NO 
YOUNGS P NO 
WAGNER P NO 
WATKINS P NO 
WH ITE -p YES 
WIT .TIAMS P NO 
WOJAHN P NO 
WOOD P YES 
ZEIDENSTEIl P NO 
ZI NNEN excus e d -
TOTAL 34 NO 
9 YES 
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*STATEMENT ON POLITICIZING THE UNIVERSITY 
Approved by the Academic Senate on March 1, 1972 and appended to those minutes . 
Rp.;.>rinted for distribution to the Academic Senate, 4/ 16/ 82 . 
*Revi'5ed by Academic Senate September 9 , 1987 
. Because the purpose of Illinois State University, as is the purpose of all 
universities, is to produce an enlightened cit izenry, capable of making the wise 
and responsible cho ices required in a free society; 
Because this purpose requires without qualification that the University 
serve impartially the citizens of all races, creeds, colors, political parties, and 
other majorities and minorities by educating the young for full and free 
partic ipation in the economic, social and political processes prov ided for in the 
statutes and in th~ State and Federal constitutions; 
Because the University is obliged without statement of institutional position 
to operate within the provisions of these statutes, constitutions, and bills of 
rights at both State and Federal levels; 
Because to fail to so operate is to subject the University, its faculty, and 
its administrators to societal reprimand, to legal restraint or injunction, and to 
discontinuance of support; 
Because the rule of "siding" with none in order to serve all impartially and 
fully makes the cherished principle of academic freedom a defensible and, 
indeed, an essential extension of the freedom of speech and press as provided 
in the First Amendment; 
) Because the rights of all students, faculty members, and administrators as 
citizens acting individually or through non-university groups and organizations 
are guaranteed by the bills of rights and the constitut ions of the State and 
Federal governments; and 
Because accepted academic practice does not permit either students or 
faculty members to use their classes for the teaching or discussion of 
controversial matter that has no relation to the subject matter of the cou rse, 
Be it resolved (1) that no representative faculty member, faculty body, 
officer, or agent of Illinois State University shall take an institut ional position 
on any partisan issue for the simple reasons that taking such a position reduces 
the ability of the University to serve impartially all the people of the State of 
Illinois and produces conditions and results not in agreement with University 
Policies as stated in Articles II and III of the Illinois State University 
Constitution; (2) that, in clarification of this policy, the Academic Senate 
defines a "partisan issue" as a subject of political, social, religious, or similar 
import on which the members of society outside the University are in serious 
disagreement or polarized and are in the process of resolving the issue through 
regular democratic channels; and (3) that, in further clarification of this 
policy, the Academic Senate defines "institutional position" as one on which the 
University as a community of scholars is represented as having reached a 
decision for the purpose of influencing society in the resolution of the issue 
that has polarized it. 
- 1 -
*This resolution need not preclude the taking of institutional positions on 
issues of public policy which--although narrowly construed--still clearly and 
directly threaten undesirable changes in the internal operations and policies, 
budgetary priorities, or academic and other standards and practices of Illinois 
State University." 
Respectfully submitted, 
Mary K. Huser 
Paul R. Kincaid; 
James L. McBee 
Paul I . Murdock 
Robert C . Smith 
Dale B. Vetter 
*Revised by Academic Senate September 9, 1987 
- 2 -
.. - -
ACADEMIC SENATE MINUTES 
September 9, 1987 Volume XVIV, No.2 
CONTENTS 
Call to Order 
Roll Call 
Minutes of August 26, 1987 
Chairperson's Remarks 
Vice Chairperson's Remarks 
Student Body President's Remarks 
Administrators' Remarks 
ACTION ITEMS: 1. Approval of Rules Committee Recommendation on 
Harvey Zeidenstein Amendment to Statement of 
Politicization. 
2. Approval of Student Appointments to External 
Committees. 
3. Election of Student to Executive Committee 
INFORMATION ITEM: None 
Communications 
Committee Reports 
Adjournment 
Meetings of the Academic Senate are open to members of the University community. 
Persons attending the meetings may participate in discussion with the consent 
of the Senate. Persons desiring to bring items to the attention of the Senate 
may do so by contacting any member of the Senate. 
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ACADEMIC SENATE MINUTES 
(Not approved by the Academic Senate.) 
September 9, 1987 Volume XVIV, No.2 
Call to Order 
Chairperson Len Schmaltz called the meeting of the Academic Senate to order 
at 7:07 p.m. in the Circus Room of the Bone Student Center. 
Roll Call 
Secretary Roof called the roll and declared a quorum present. 
Minutes of August 26, 1987 
Mr . . Strand had a correction on page 4, second paragraph, lines six and seven 
should read: "As indicated in the newsletter, the Board of Regents at its 
September meeting is supposed to address the recision problem, and there 
likely will be' some sort of solution which unfortunately will probably impact 
upon stlldents." 
Mr. Belknap moved to approve the Minutes of August 26, 1987 as corrected · 
(Second, Taylor). Motion carried on a voice vote. 
Chairperson's Remarks 
Mr. Schmaltz had no remarks. 
Vice Chairperson's Remarks 
Mr. Williams had no remarks. 
Student Body President's Remarks 
Mr. Meiron announced a meeting of the Student Body Board of Directors on 
Friday, September 11, at 8:00 a.m. in the Third Floor East Lounge. 
Administrators' Remarks 
President Watkins had no remarks. 
Provost Strand announced that the President's State of the University address 
would be held on Tuesday, September 15, 1987 , at 4:00 p.m. in the Ballroom 
of the Bone Student Center with an introduction by the Chair of the Senate. 
Vice President for Student Affairs Neal Gamsky had no remarks. 
Vice President for Business and Finance Warren Harden had no remarks . 
XVIV-8 
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ACTION ITEMS 
1. Approval of Rules Committee Recommendation on Harvey Zeidenstein Amendment 
to Statement of Politicization. (4.30.87.1) 
Mr. Belknap moved approval of the Zeidenstein Amendment to the Statement on the 
Politization of the University. Since this was a Rules Committee recommendation, 
it needed no second. 
Amendment includes: 
1. Change the title to "Statement on Politicizing the University". 
2 . · Add the following new paragraph to the end of the statement: "This 
resolution need not preclude the taking of institutional positions 
on issues of public policy which--although narrowly construed--still 
clearly and directly threaten undesirable changes in the internal 
operations and policies, budgetary priorities, or academic and other 
standards and practices of Illinois State University." 
Mr . Belknap stated that the amendment had been presented as information at 
the last Senate meeting and the Rules Committee recommended this change · to 
include the Zeidenstein amendment to the Statement on the Politization of the 
University. 
) Mr. Zeidenstein stated that his amendment had been motivated by a resolution 
dealing with revenue enhancement. It was his perception that that would 
violate the existing Statement on the Politization of the University. He wrote 
the amendment so that the Senate could make a statement that would respond 
to an external threat to internal operations and procedures, standards and 
procedures. His amendment was worded: "This resolution need not preclude 
the taking of institutional positions on issues of public policy which--although 
narrowly construed--still clearly and directly threaten undesirable changes in 
the internal operations and policies, budgetary priorities, or academic and 
other standards and practices of Illinois State University." He was trying 
to keep the spirit and letter of the original statement in effect so this 
University and institution and any officers or bodies who would purport to 
speak for the University as an institution cannot be engaged in political 
discourse but would be allowed to make statements for the institution when 
"the taking of institutional positions on issues of public policy which--
although narrowly construed--still clearly and directly threaten undesirable 
changes in the internal operations and policies, budgetary priorities, or 
academic and other standards and practices of Illinois State University." 
Mr. White said that he thought the Zeidenstein amendment was based upon a 
minunderstanding of the statement as it presently reads. The statement as 
i t presently reads does not prohibit the Senate in its Sense of the Senate 
resolutions, for example, from taking positions on matters of public debate. 
As Provost Strand pointed out last week} a distinction needs to be made between 
a body or officer, like the Presiden t, c laiming to represent the institution, 
and a body or officer merely speaking from the position of that body or office. 
He suggested that whatever the Statement originally served, it presently makes 
little sense, since it forbids us from doing what we could not legitimately 
claim to do anyway , (the Senate cannot c laim to represent the i nstitution in 
i ts entirety) . There are important community and educational purposes served 
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by our officers and representative bodies in appropriate circumstances in 
speaking to public issues involving such things as racism, sexism, and 
student rights, etc. 
Mr. White moved a friendly amendment that would require that the original 
statement be clarified so that it is clear that it does not forbid a body 
from speaking as a body, or an officer speaking from his office. (Second, 
Klass) . 
Mr. White did not have specific wording for the amendment, but suggested that 
the fundamental ambiguity of the document be clarified. 
Mr. Zeidenstein considered this a hostile amendment. Specific wording should 
be contained in such amendments. 
The Chair ruled that this was not a "friendly amendment". 
that the Zeidenstein amendment be defeated. 
Mr. White urged 
Mr. Klass also urged that the amendment be defeated because it makes intoler-
able an intolerable policy . He believed that there's a statement that expresses 
very clearly the very partisan ideology of non-partisanship . There was once 
a political party in this country called the "Non-partisan League". This is 
clearly a very political document. He stated that he teaches in his course 
that there is no 'such thing as non-partisanship, or that if there is, it's a 
very evil thing. He did not like seeing it here. He thought that it was 
based on the premise that there was a problem with the University becoming 
politicized. This was far from the present case. If we can go three or 
four meetings without a student objecting to tuition increases, he did not 
think we need fear that the University would become politicized. 
Mr. Zeidenstein responded to comments that under approrpiate circumstances 
it would be desirable for officers or bodies purportedly not speaking for 
the institution but for themselves to take certain stands on particular issues, 
such as racism, sexism, or student. rights. He pointed out that that purports 
that there are certain issues on which all people of good will, sound mind , 
and reasonably healthy bodies agree. It does not necessarily follow that 
everybody in the University is going to agree on the extent to which racism, 
sexism or student rights is a problem. Even if there is universal agreement 
on social problems, there can be disagreement over the proper policy. 
Assuming there was universal agreement over apartheid in South Africa, there 
are still disagreements over how to deal with this issue such as economic boy-
cotts, or other kinds of tactics. There is no such animal as a rally-around-
the-flag, Christmas Eve political issue upon which anything that says anything 
is going to receive universal approval. 
(XVIY-8) Vote on Zeidenstein amendment carried on a voice vote. 
,XYIV-10. Mr. White moved that the Statement on the Politicization of the University be 
rescinded (second, Klass). 
The Parliamentarian stated that a vote to rescind would need a majority or 
2/3 of those present and voting. 
Mr. Zeidenstein pointed out in the Senate Bylaws: Article I.l.2.(b): 
"The motion to rescind or to amend a previous action of the Academic Senate 
requires a two-thirds vote for passage with or without previous notice 
except that a majority vote is required when the motion to rescind or amend 
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a previous action has the positive recommendation of the appropriate internal 
conunittee of the Academic Senate and has proceeded through the filing, 
promulgation, and decision stages." 
Mr. White said the matter did appear on today's agenda, and that the original 
motion referred to the Statement as a whole. He felt the fundamental issue 
here was self-censorship. What we're basically doing is forbidding oursevles 
to speak on certain kinds of issues. The function of an institution like this 
in relationship to the community is in fact to take part in discussions of this 
kind and to express , to the extent that it can, its position on certain values . 
It also seems to be very important for us to understand at this point whether 
or not the statement that we have again passed restricts the Office of the 
President and whether the President himself understands it in that way. 
Mr. Morreau thought the document presumes that the Senate has powers that it 
doesn't. There is a presumption of control here. He thought the policy was 
a good idea, but how would it be enforced. What are the consequences? 
Mr. Zeidenstein suggested that any representative body that spoke for the 
institution might be recalled and a statement made that he was not speaking 
for the entire University. That may not be much of a punishment, but then 
the policy was meant as a protection for the University. Please remember, 
as Senator Youngs recalled earlier, some of the reasons for this policy. 
Sooner or later such political issues might arise again, and the policy would 
be needed, 
,Mr , W,atkins wa,s· supportive of the change and resolution that was just passed. 
He thought that anyone who thinks clearly can distinguish between partisan 
and poli,tica,l issues. Positions such as r.acism, sexism and all the isms are 
not partisan and political positions. He stated that he would never be able, 
regardles~ of wha,t this' body or any other body says, to not take a position 
agai:nst harrass:rnent both of women and minorities or anyone person against 
another . TheUnivers-ity community ought to be a place where people can study 
a,nd work without feeling threatened. But that is not partisan. I think we 
know what partisan is, and the problem with partisanship is that the University 
ca,n be dragged into a partisan position. That is why I support this position. 
We ought to be clear that speaking out against societal evil is not the same 
as, being pa,rti,san . 
Mr. Mottra,m asked f or clarification of Senator Watkins' statement. 
feel constrained about speaking up about the budget, etc. 
Would he 
Mr . Watkins replied: "Absolutely not." The budget situation was one in which 
the University was involved. 
Mr. Mott ram stated that he thought Senator Zeidenstein would be both against 
the Senate and the President speaking up about such an issue. 
Mr. Zeidenstein said that partisan is probably too broadly defined in the 
original document. Now the statement had been amended to take care of that. 
Mr. Klass thought it was clear from the examples last week 
of the Statement on Politization of the University was to 
AcadeIl)ic Senate from pas'sing resolutions against the Viet 
to hiIl) that making statements against racism, sexism, and 
that the purpose 
prevent the 
Nam War . It seemed 
student rights are 
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in the same category as statements against the Viet Nam War. They are just 
as evil as the Viet Nam War was evil, at least to some people. That was 
probably the explicit purpose of this document. He opposed it in case there 
was another Viet Nam War. 
Mr. White said Watkins' and Zeidenstein's comments both supported the statement, 
yet they had no agreement or common con~ensus about what constituted a partisan 
issue. He submitted that the document was so obscure in what it meant that it 
could be interpreted in any given number of ways . We ought not to have legis-
lation, statements, documents of this kind in our archives, if not for any other 
reason than that they were so obscure they could be manipulated any number of 
ways . 
Mr. Wagner said that he supported Mr. Zeidenstein'samendment. Dealing with the 
i sms, they directly affect the University more than outside issues. We need to 
be realistic rather than politically idealistic. 
Mr. Zeidenstein stated that near the bottom of the original document, it defines 
"parti san issue" as a sub j ect of political, social, religious, or simil a r i mpor t 
on which the members of society outside the University are in serious disagree-
ment or polarized and are in the process of resolving the issue through regular 
democratic channels ... " He did not think this was obscure, it was pretty broad. 
Mr . Shulman called the previous question (Second, Newby). 
Mr . Schmaltz asked if there were any objections. Mr. Mottram had an objection. 
Mr . Meiron quoted from the "Parliamentary Procedure Chart" concerning a call 
for the question: its purpose was to request a vote; it did not require a 
second, was not debatable, was non-amendable, and there was no vote required 
for adoption . Since Mr. Shulman called the question, did that not mean that 
we immediately move into a vote. 
Mr. Cohen said a call for the question in Senate usage was a polite way of asking 
for the vote . If anyone wanted to continue debate they could not be cut off. 
Moving the previous question is a formal closure motion, requires a second, 
non-debatable, 2/3 majority vote. After that vote, you move directly into 
a vote on the main motion. 
Mr. Wagner moved the previous question (Second, Meiron). Motion carried on a 
2/ 3 majority voice vote. 
Vote on White r eso l ution t o resc ind the entire policy failed on a 9 to 34 vote. 
2. Appointments of Students to External Committees 
Mr. Williams mov ed approval of the Appointments of Students to External Committees 
(Second, Meiron). Motion carried on a voice vote. 
Academic Standards Committee 
Shari Leigh Haefner 
Wendy A. Masters 
Kelly Patterson 
Charles Rodgers 
) 
) 
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Council for Teacher Education 
Kelly Bartels 
John W. Fritsche 
Marilyn Madison 
Jay Bohnsack 
Council on University Studies 
Jon H. Balgren 
Steve Diol 
No rman E. Erne ry 
Facilities Planning Committee 
Mark L. Garapolo 
Paula Hagerty 
Timothy P. McGrath 
Michael Pomatto 
Reinstatement Committee 
James Denges, III 
Dwight L. Hansen 
Jim Schlicher 
University Curriculum Committee 
Allen N. Cunningham 
M. Jason Hanold 
Craig A. Osborne 
James A. Worby 
Student Code Enforcement & Review Board 
Deanna DeChristopher 
Terry Gray 
John Lennon 
3. Election of Student to Executive Committee 
Mr . Williams stated that the student caucus wished to nominate Dan Wagner . 
Motion carried on a voice vote. 
4. Approval of One Student and One Faculty Representative to Honorary Degree 
Selection Committee. (This item would be postponed until the next meeting) . 
Mr. Meiron stated that the SBBD nomin~tion for this committee was Ms. Bronwyn Sears, 
a senior in Political Science. (This nomination would be ratified next time.) 
Communications 
Mr. Klass read from an ISU News Release of January 16, 1987 regarding Freshman 
Applications Closing 2/ 14/ 87. '~ORMAL-BLOOMINGTON, IL. -- Illinois State Uni-
versity will close freshmen admissions for the fall semester on Saturday, 
February 14, it was announced by Wilbur Venerable, director of admissions and 
records. 
After that date, the only applicants who will be considered for admission are 
graduate, transfer, adult reentry, minority and talent grant students, or 
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former ISU students applying for readmission. 
It is the earliest enrollment cutoff in more than 15 years at ISU, Venerable 
said, and is necessary "because of resource capacity and budget constraints." 
ISU enrolled a record 21,278 students on campus last fall, and for the first 
time has more than 20,000 students attending classes during the spring semester. 
President Lloyd Watkins has approved a recommendation from the Target Enrollment 
Committee, chaired by Provost David Strand, that would reduce enrollment over 
the next five or six years to approximately 20,500 students. 
The first step in that plan is to limit the number of new freshmen this fall to 
3,750, approximately 10 per cent fewer than the number enrolled last fall. 
Since January 1, ISU has been accepting only those freshman applicants with ACT 
composite scores of 20 or above. Applicants with test scores below that figure 
have been placed in a pool, with only the better qualified students to be admitted 
if openings exist. 
After February 14, 1987, applicants will not be added to the pool." 
Mr. Klass emphasized the enrollment target figur~s of a reductio~ to 20,500 
students in the next five or six .years, a limit on freshmen enrollment to 3,750. 
Mr, Strand sta,ted that names of persons nominated for the Honorary Degree were 
kept con~idential until the person had accepted the degree. They were always 
dealt with in Executive Session of the Senate and should be kept confidential. 
Mr . Edwards stated that the November 4, 1987 Academic Senate Meeting con:i;licted 
with the ISU vs. Russians basketball game in Springfield. Mr. Meiron asked if 
we could move to change the date of this meeting. It was suggested that the 
Executive Committee deal with this issue. 
Mr. Wagner announced that the ARH Blood Drive would be held next Tuesday in 
the Bowling/Billiards Center. All were welcome to come and give blood. 
COMMITTEE REPORTS 
Academic Affairs Committee - Ms. Mills announced a meeting of the committee on 
Friday, September 11, at 3:15 p.m. 
Administrative Affairs Committee - Mr. Borg announced a brief meeting after Senate. 
Budget Committee - Mr. DeLong announced a meeting following Senate. 
Faculty Affairs Committee - Mr. O'Rourke announced a meeting after Senate. 
Rules Committee - Mr. Belknap announced a committee meeting on Monday, September 14, 
at 4:15 p.m. in Hovey 301. 
Student Affairs Committee - Mr. Bedingfield announced a meeting after Senate. 
Motion to adjourn by zeidenstein (Second, Belknap) carried on a voice vote. 
Meeting of the Academic Senate adjourned at 8:06 p.m. 
FOR THE ACADEMIC SENATE 
Date: 9/9/87 Oal1U1le Rn. XVI V Rn. 2 
~~tE ~~ICE O()tE 
NAIIl£ AttEN- m()tI~N I m()tI~ m()tI~N m()tI()N m()tI()N m()tI()N Il()tlfm y N 
DANCf , XVIV-IO '0- , , , , , 
~CON P NO XVIV-7 X 
+EL~~!IEL P NO XVIV-8 X P NO XVIV-9 X 
BORG P NO XVIV-IO X 
CASTLE P NO XVIV-ll X 
COMADENA excused - XVIV-12 X 
CUMMINGS absent - XVIV-13 X 
DELONG P NO XVIV-14 X 
EDWARDS P YES 
EICHSTAEDT P NO 
FEASTER P NO 
GAMSKY P NO 
HAMILTON P NO 
HARDEN P NO 
INSEL P YES 
JOHNSON P NO 
KING excused -
KIRCHNER P NO 
KLASS P YES 
KRISTOF P NO 
LIEDTKE P YES 
MEIRON P NO 
MILLS P NO 
MORREAU P YES 
MO'l''l'AAM .l:' Y.l:;::; 
...n' ~Y P NO 
Nl _iN P NO 
O'ROURKE P NO 
PETERS P NO 
PETROSSIAN P NO 
POWELL excused -
ROOF P YES 
SCHMALTZ P NO 
SHULMAN P NO 
STRAND P NO 
SUTTON P NO # 
TAYLOR P NO 
THOMAS P NO 
VAN MEIGHm P NO 
YOUNGS P NO 
WAGNER P NO 
WATKINS P NO 
WHITE P YES 
WILLIAMS P NO 
WOJAHN P NO 
WOOD P YES 
ZEIDENSTEI P NO 
ZINNEN excused -
TOTAL 34 NO 
- 9 YES 
-
*STATEMENT ON POLITICIZING THE UNIVERSITY 
Approved by the Academic Senate on March 1, 1972 and appended to those min utes. 
I Rp.printed for distribution to the Academic Senate, 4/16/82. 
*Revised by Academic Senate September 9, 1987 
. Because the purpose of Illinois State University, as is the purpose of all 
universities, is to produce an enlightened citizenry, capable of making the wise 
and responsible choices required in a free society; 
Because this purpose requires without qualification that the University 
serve impartially the citizens of all races, creeds, colors, political parties, and 
other majorities and minorities by educating the young for full and free 
participation in the economic, social and political processes provided for in the 
statutes and in the State and Federal constitutions; 
Because the University is obliged without statement of institutional position 
to operate within the provisions of these statutes, constitutions, and bills of 
rights at both State and Federal levels; 
Because to fail to so operate is to subject the University, its faculty, and 
its administrators to societal reprimand, to legal restraint or injunction, and to 
discontinuance of support; 
Because the rule of "siding" with none in order to serve all impartially and 
fully makes the cherished principle of academic freedom a defensible and, 
indeed, an essential exte·nsion of the freedom of speech and press as provided 
in the First Amendment; 
Because the rights of all students, faculty members, and administrators as 
citizens acting individually or through non-university groups and organizations 
are guaranteed by the bills of rights and the constitutions of the State and 
Federal governments; and 
Because accepted academic practice does not permit either students or 
faculty members to use their classes for the teaching or discussion of 
controversial matter that has no relation to the subject matter of the course, 
Be it resolved (1) that no representative faculty member, faculty body, 
officer, or agent of Illinois State University shall take an institutional position 
on any partisan issue for the simple reasons that taking such a position reduces 
the ability of the University to serve impartially all the people of the State of 
Illinois and produces conditions and results not in agreement with University 
Policies as stated in Articles II and III of the Illinois State University 
Constitution; (2) that, in clarification of this policy, the Academic Senate 
defines a "partisan issue" as a subject of political, social, religious, or similar 
import on which the members of society outside the University are in serious 
disagreement or polarized and are in the process of resolving the issue through 
regular democratic channels; and (3) that, in further clarification of this 
policy, the Academic Senate defines "institutional position" as one on which the 
University as a community of scholars is represented as having reached a 
decision for the purpose of influencing society in the resolution of the issue 
that has polarized it. 
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*This resolution need not preclude the taking of institutional positions on 
issues of public policy which--although narrowly construed--still clearly and 
di rectly th rea ten undesi rable changes in the internal operations and policies, 
budgetary priorities, or academic and other standards and practices of Illinois 
State University." 
Respectfu lIy submitted, 
Mary K. Huser 
Paul R. Kincaid; 
James L. McBee 
Pau I I . Mu rdock 
Robert C. Smith 
Dale B. Vetter 
*Revised by Academic Senate September 9, 1987 
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